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REMARKS 

Claims 1, 4 and 6 are pending in the present appUcation. No additional claims fe is 
believed to be due. 

Claim 1 has been amended to recite thai die tampon comprises a withdrawal string that is 
attached to the head portion oflheabsoibent body. Support for die amendment is foimd in Claims 

2 and 3. 

Claim4 has been amended to depend from Claim 1. 

It is believed these changes do not involve any introduction of new matter. Consequendy, 
entry of these changes is believed to be m order and is respectfiilly requested. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. ^ 103 Over Bailev 

Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being uiqiatentable over Bailey. 

Applicants respectfully traverse the rejection. 
The Office Action states that Bailey discloses a bag-like absorbent body, a head portion, 
and a trailing end. The OfBce Action states that BaUey does not specifically disclose the shape 
modulus of compression for the tampon because Bailey was not concerned widi diis variable. 
Thus, the Office Action states that Bailey is silent to this limitation. The Office Acticm contends 
that because die modulus of conqwession is the force required to more or less flatten die tampon 
so die interior has essentially no volume, die Examiner feels diat it is inherent dxat it would take 
less than 0.05 pounds of foree to more or less flatten die tampon of Bailey so the interior has 
essentially no volume. The Office Action states that Bailey is made of cotton, which is one 
materials diat die Applicant has claimed, and die tampon may be simply one layer of the cotton, 
so die Examiner feels diat die tampon of Bailey meets die limitation for die shape modulus of 
compression. Thus, die Examiner feels ttierc is enough to conclude die limitation of shape 
modulus of compression is inherent in Bailey. TTie OfBce Action stales diat Bailey does not 
disclose a trailing portion and a head portion widi die claimed dimensions. The Office Actiwi 
contends diat fiom die Figures it can be seen diat Bailey discloses a head portion diat is smaller 
than the trailing Portion just as in die claimed ranges. The Office Action states diat die claimed 
ranges for tiie dimensions in Bailey include die situation where die trailing portion is 
approximately twice die size of die head portion, which is very similar to what Bailey discloses. 
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Further, the Office Action contends that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
inth artatth time Ae invention was made to make die tan^}on of Bailey with a trailing por^ 
and head portion in the claimed ranges. The reason for Ais is Aat in claiming a size for a tampon 
botfi Bailey and Applicant are more or less dictated by the fact that the tampon must be of a size 
that fits into the vagina. The Office Action finally stated that it has been routinely held that mere 
changes in dimensions with no criticality for die claimed dimensions are insufficient to define 
over the applied prior arL 

The Applicants respectfiilly tmvexse die rejection. 

Bailey does not teach or suggest each and every element in Claim 1 . The Applicants* 
Claim 1 discloses a closed head portion that is wider than the open trailing portion. The 
Applicants' head portion langes in width fiom about L5 cm to about 8 cm whereas die trailing 
portion ranges in width from about 1 cm to 3 cm. Thus- the Applicants head portion of the 
fatn pon is larger than the trailing portion of the tampon. As amended Claim 1 recites a catamenial 
tampon comprising a withdrawal string that is attached to die head portion, the wider portion of 
the tampon. 

Bailey discloses a configuration that is opposite of the Applicants, as shown below by 
way of attached FIG 4. 




The figures of Bailey show a tampon with a narrow portion and a broad open portion. The figures 
show diat die wididrawal string of the tampon is attached to the narrow portion of the tampon. 
Thus . Bailey does not teach or suggest a catamenial tampon comprising a withdrawal string 
wherein die withdrawal string is attached to the wider head portion of the tampon. Accordingly, 
Bailey does not render the Applicants' present invention unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103. In 
light of die amendments contained herein. Applicants respectfiiUy request reconsideratian of all 
rejections to objections to the claims under 35 U.S.C. § 103. 
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Concliision 

In light of the above remarks, it is requested that the Examiner withdraw the rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103. Applicants have made an earnest effort to place their application in proper 
form and to distinguish the invention as now claimed fiom the applied references. In view of the 
foregoing. Applicants respectfiiUy request reconsidemtion of this application, entry of the 
amendments presented herein, and allowance of Claims 1, 4 and 6. Early and fevorable action in 
the case is respectfully requested. . 

RespectfiiUy submitted, 

Bridget D. Ammons 

Attorney for Applicant(s) 
Registration No. 52,555 

(513)634*1873 

Date: August 27, 2003 
Cincinnati^ OH 
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